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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1. 136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) |3 Claim(s) 9,12-15 and 18-30 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) (EI Claim(s) 9, 12-15. 18-30 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

1 1 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

1 3) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 

aOAII b)Q Some*c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 11 9(e) (to a provide 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. SAM RIMELL 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 9, 12-15 and 18-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Dome ('293) in view of Ballantyne et al. ('821). 

Dome discloses a computer having a memory to store a software program (FIGS 2A-8B) 
and a physician interface (108, 116). The memory can store patient information (FIGS. 2A- 
through 3G) and billing code information (FIGS 3F and 3G) which are specific to particular 
physicians (See lower left comer of FIGS. 3F and 3G). 

The system of Dome also permits the presentation of a patient list FIGS. 2C and 2D. The 
list of patients shown in FIG. 2D are sorted according to their last name, so the list can be said to 
be sorted according to the location of the patient's last name on the overall list of patients. 

FIG. 2D also illustrates the presentation of a patient list sorted by last name and allows 
each patient to be associated with a specific physician (see "Radiologist 55 in lower left hand 
comer of FIG. 2D). 

The software of Dome provides guideline notifications associated with different billing 
codes (FIG. 3G). Whenever one of the codes are selected from box 156 (FIG. 3F), the code and 
its associated guidelines are downloaded to the user, as seen by the screen in FIG. 3G. The pop- 
up display of the code and its associated guidelines read as the claim flag or alarm. Whenever a 
new billing code is selected from the box 156 in FIG. 3F, a changed billing code and changed 
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procedure information can appear in the pop-up box of FIG. 3G. The changed billing code and 
changed guidelines are effected by selecting a different billing code for viewing. 

All of the billing code and diagnosis codes illustrated by Dome are specific to physicians. 
For example, FIGS. 3F and 3G (lower left corner) illustrate that the download of data is for a 
specific physician and a specific patient. The specific physician is "Steve S Smith" and the 
specific patient is John J. Jones. 

The system of Dome further provides menus for medical procedures (lower right comer 
of FIG. 3G) and management (lower left comer of FIG. 3G). 

Dome differs from the claims in that it does not disclose a handheld processor that 
includes an interface to communicate with an interface device to download data. 

However, FIG. 1 of Ballantyne et al. discloses a personal digital assistant (PDA) that 
comprises a physician interface (writing surface, col. 14 line 25) and an additional interface to 
permit communication of data to a nursing station computer via wireless link (col. 12, lines 35- 
37). The Ballantyne et al. device is specifically tailored to enter patient information into a patient 
health record (col. 13, lines 29-37) and down load the data to a nursing station (col. 14, lines 30- 



It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the software 
program Dome to be applied to the PDA of Ballantyne et al. so as to permit the physician to 
enter data while performing rounds in a hospital and thus improve healthcare quality (col. 2, 
lines 55-62 of Ballantyne et al). 



31). 



# 
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Remarks 

Applicant's arguments have been considered. 

Applicant argues that the device of Dome is not a hand held device. While this true, the 
reference to Ballantyne is cited for its teaching of a handheld device that stores physician and 
patient information. Examiner maintains that it would have been obvious to operate the system 
of Dome on a hand held PDA in view of the teachings of Ballantyne et al. 

Applicant argues that Dome does not teach a physician specific patient list or of 
downloading billing codes that are physician specific. However, Dome is found to teach both of 
these features. FIG. 2D illustrates the display of a patient list associated with specific 
radiologists. FIGS. 3F and 3G illustrate the display of billing codes that are specifically 
associated with a single radiologist "Steve S Smith". 

Applicant further argues that neither Dome nor Ballantyne et al disclose a location sorted 
list of patients. However, Dome is found to teach this feature in the manner which it is claimed. 
FIG. 2D illustrates the display of a patient list. The list is sorted according to last name. Thus, it 
can be stated that the list of patients is sorted according to the location of patient's last name on 
the overall list of patients. 

This office action is non-final. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Sam Rimell at 
telephone number (703) 306-5626. / 




Sam Rimell 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 



